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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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I) D Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement filed 8/1 3/2004 fails to comply with 37 CFR 
1 .98(a)(2), which requires a legible copy of each cited foreign patent document; each 
non-patent literature publication or that portion which caused it to be listed; and all other 
information or that portion which caused it to be listed. It has been placed in the 
application file, but the information referred to therein has not been considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action. 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1 , 2, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Gregory (U.S Patent No. 1,421,458). 

Gregory teaches a chopping device comprising a body (a) and a plurality of 
laterally spaced cutting blades (b) that extend horizontally for severing food. The body 
has a rounded top (see Figure 1) and the blades (b) are substantially parallel to one 
another. Furthermore, Gregory teaches the chopping device has a stripper plate (b1) 
for stripping food off of the blades. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/824,1 37 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3724 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3, and 5-10 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gregory in view of Lincoln (U.S Patent No. 230,294). 

Gregory teaches all of the elements of the current invention as stated above 
except the stripping device being selectively shiftable downwards by a spring biased 
button located in the center of the top which has a circular periphery. 

Lincoln teaches (Pg. 1, lines 13-68; also see Figures 1&2) a cutting mechanism 
with a spring biased ejector mechanism. When a button (g) is depressed an ejector 
plate (c) downwards to eject what has been cut. When pressure on the button (g) has 
been removed a spring (d) forces the ejector plate (c) back into the mechanism. 

It would have been obvious to have modified Gregory to incorporate the 
teachings of Lincoln to create a stripper plate that was selectively useable. Doing so 
would prevent foods being chopped from potentially becoming bruised or damaged by 
the impact of the stripper plate against the surface of the food. 

6. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gregory 
in view of Smolk (U.S Patent No. 1 ,495,21 1). 

Gregory teaches all of the elements of the current invention as stated above 
except for the cutting edges being convexly shaped. 

Smolk teaches (see Figure 1) the cutting edges of a chopping element being 
convexly curved for the purpose of chopping elements located in a curved receptacle 
(lines 13-17). 
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It would have been obvious to have modified Gregory to incorporate the 
teachings of Smolk to make the cutting edges convexly curved to allow a user to chop 
elements located in a curved receptacle such as a bowl without having the blades cut 
into the sides of the blow and either dull the blades or break the bowl. 

7. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gregory 
in view of Stuchlik (U.S Patent No. 6,619,487). 

Gregory teaches all of the elements of the current invention as stated above 
except for a cover which can be secured to the body of the cover to cover the blades. 

Stuchlik teaches (see Figure 6) a covering unit for the blades of cutlery 
components. The cutlery component locks in place by locking the handle to the 
covering unit (Col. 3, lines 36-42). Furthermore, the blade is suspended in the covering 
unit to prevent dulling (Col 3, lines 20-27). 

It would have been obvious to have modified Gregory to incorporate the 
teachings of Stuchlik to provide a locking cover for the blades of the cutting apparatus. 
A locking cover would help prevent small children from removing the cutting apparatus 
an possibly injuring him or herself and also prevent the blades from dulling as quickly by 
keeping the blades off of the ground. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Sweeney (U.S Patent No. 1,672,045), Craig (U.S Patent No. 965,991), Frank 
(U.S Patent No. 2,379,140), and Little (U.S Patent No. 2,140,160) teach cutting devices 
with stripper mechanisms. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Edward F. Landrum whose telephone number is 571- 
272-5567. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Allan Shoap can be reached on 571-272-4514. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



EFL V 

2/23/2006 




